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Art Unit: 2834 

This application contains the following inventions or groups of inventions which are not so 
linked as to form a single general inventive concept under PCT Rule 13.1. 

Group I, claim(s) 1 -6, drawn to a hammar for a piezo ignighter. 

Group II ? claim(s) 7 and 8, drawn to a method of making a hammar for a transducer. 

The hammar is classified in class 310 subclass 339. The method is classified in class 29 
subclass 25.35. 

The inventions listed as Groups I and Group II do not relate to a single general inventive 
concept under PCT Rule 13.1 because, under PCT Rule 1 3 .2, they lack the same or 
corresponding special technical features for the following reasons: there is no identifiable single 
special technical feature that link groups I and Group IL Manufacturing steps are not related to 
the finished hammar since the hammar parts could be machined rather than molded. 

Because these inventions are distinct for the reasons given above and have acquired a 
separate status in the art as shown by their different classification, restriction for examination 
purposes as indicated is proper. 

Applicant is advised that the reply to this requirement to be complete must include an 
election of the invention to be examined even though the requirement be traversed (37 
CFR 1.143). 
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